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STATEfV1ENT OF THE CASE 
Nature of the Case 
Michael A. Dotts appeals from the denial of his motions to correct an illegal 
sentence and to correct the court's sentence computation pursuant Idaho Criminal Rule 
35. Mr. Dotts argues that his sentence is illegal because he has been held in custody 
past his maximum imposed term of confinement. Alternatively, he argues that he 
should receive credit for time served for the time that he spent in custody in Oregon 
while he was paroled in Idaho. 
Statement of the Facts and Course of Proceedings 
In 2000, Mr. Dotts pleaded guilty to one count of grand theft and one count of 
forgery. (R., Vol.I, p.81, Vol.II, p.56.) The district court imposed concurrent sentences 
of 12 years, with 5 years fixed. (R., Vol.I, p.81.) Mr. Dotts was taken into custody on 
April 17, 2000 and was sentenced on July 3, 2000, without having left custody. 
(Tr., p.5, Ls.17-19.) He served five years of fixed time and was released on parole on 
April 13, 2005. (Tr., p.5, Ls.20-21.) He violated his parole and was returned to custody 
on November 30, 2006, but was paroled again on January 8, 2007. (Tr., p.5, Ls.21-23.) 
He violated his parole a second time and was incarcerated on August 22, 2008, but was 
released on parole on June 11, 2010. (Tr., p.5, Ls.23-25.) He subsequently violated his 
parole a third time and was incarcerated on August 22, 2013. (Tr., p.6, Ls.1-3.) During 
the time when Mr. Dotts was on parole, after he was released on June 11, 2010, he was 
incarcerated in Oregon on a different case between April 3, 2011 and August 22, 2013. 
(Tr., p.6, Ls.13-19.) The Oregon Department of Correction received a detainer from the 
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Idaho Department of Correction on May 26, 2011. (Rule 
A). 
Hearing - Defense Exhibit 
On December 31, 2013, Mr. Dotts filed motions to correct an illegal sentence and 
to correct the district court's computation of the sentences pursuant to Idaho Criminal 
Rule (R., Vol.I, p.169, Vol.II, p.138.) The district court denied the motions. 
(R., Vol.I, p.195, Vol.II, p.164.) Mr. Dotts timely appealed and the appeals were 
consolidated. (R., Vol.I, p.204, Vol.II, p.173, 180.) 
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ISSUE 
Did the district court err when it denied Mr. Dotts's Rule 35 Motions? 
3 
ARGUMENT 
The District Court Erred When It Denied Mr. Dotts's Rule 35 Motions 
A motion to correct an illegal sentence or the court's computation of credit for 
time served may be made at any time. I.C.R. 35. Mr. Dotts claims that his sentence is 
illegal because had he received credit for his time on parole, he would have already 
served more than 12 years, which was the maximum sentence imposed on each case. 
(R., Vol.II, pp.139-141.) Mr. Dotts states that although he was not physically in custody 
for over 12 years, he has been under the supervision of the Idaho Department of 
Correction since 2000 and, therefore, his voting rights and other restrictions on his 
freedoms have been imposed upon him past his maximum imposed sentence, which 
was 12 years. (R., Vol.II, pp.139-141.) Mindful of Idaho Code section 18-309, which 
only entitles a person to credit for any period of incarceration, Mr. Dotts maintains that 
he is entitled to credit for the time he spent on parole and therefore he has already 
completed his sentence. 
Further, Mr. Dotts argues that even if Idaho Code section 18-309 applies to the 
time he spent on parole, the application of Idaho Code section 18-309 in his case 
results in a sentence that is disproportionate to his crimes and constitutes cruel and 
unusual punishment. The Court of Appeals has held that when parole has been 
revoked, any credit for time spent on parole is statutorily precluded unless, by not 
applying the credit, the sentence is disproportionate to the crime committed and 
therefore constitutes cruel and unusual punishment. Winter v. State, 117 Idaho 103, 
106-07 (Ct. App. 1989). Mr. Dotts maintains that as a result of the parole board's 
decision to deny him credit for his time on parole, his sentence is disproportionate to his 
crimes and therefore constitutes cruel and unusual punishment. (Tr., p.8, Ls.8-19.) 
4 
Alternatively, Mr. Dotts argues that he should receive credit for the time that he 
in custody on an unrelated case in Oregon between May 26, 2011 and 
August 13 because the Idaho Commission of Pardons and Parole sent a detainer 
to Oregon on May 26, 2011. (Rule 35 Hearing - Defense Exhibit A; Tr., p.7, Ls.5-10.) 
Idaho Code section 19-2603 provides that credit shall given following a violation of 
parole, starting with the date a warrant for arrest is served. Mindful of the Court of 
Appeals' decision in State v. Kesling, 155 Idaho 673, 677-78 (Ct. App. 2013), Mr. Dotts 
nevertheless contends that the detainer entry placed on his Oregon Department of 
Corrections Institution Division Facesheet on May 26, 2011 was the functional 
equivalent of a warrant. Therefore, he argues that he is entitled to credit for the time he 
spent in custody in Oregon between May 26, 2011 and August 22, 2013 after the Idaho 
detainer was delivered to the Oregon Department of Correction. 
CONCLUSION 
Mr. Dotts respectfully requests that this Court reverse the district court's order 
denying his Rule 35 motions, and remand his cases to the district court for further 
proceedings. 
DATED this 8th day of October, 2014. 
Deputy State Appellate Public Defender 
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